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REMARKS 

Applicants request reconsideration and allowance of the present application in view of 
the foregoing amendments and the following remarks. 

Claims 1-23 are pending in the present application. Claims 1. 4, 7. 10, 11. 14, 17, 20, 
and 23 are the independent claims. 

Claims 1, 4, 7, 10, 11, 14, 17, 20, and 23 have been amended. Support for these 
amendments can be found at least at, for example paragraph [0042] of the specification. No 
new matter has been added. 

SUBSTANCE OF INTERVIEW 

Applicants wish to thank the Examiner for the courtesies extended to their undersigned 
representative during the telephone interview conducted on March 20, 2007. During the 
interview, claim amendments substantially the same as those presented herein were discussed. 
It was agreed that these amendments traverse the outstanding rejection of the claims under 35 
U.S.C. § 102 for the reasons set forth below. 

TRAVERSAL 

Initially, Applicants note an error in the Response to Arguments section of the Office 
Action. Specifically, the Office Action states that "Applicants argued that Deguchi does not 
disclose a law-pas fileter (LPF) is applied to the side beam signal." (Office Action , page 2). 
However, Applicants argued that the Office's rejection was deficient because the filter 
specifically identified and relied upon by the Office in the last Office Action (filter 18 at Col. 4, 
lines 49-51 of Deguchi etal. ) did not meet the specific claim features identified in the last 
Request for Reconsideration. (See, e.g., page 1 1 of Request for Reconsideration filed 
September 8, 2006). Consequently, the Office failed to establish a prima facie case and, for that 
reason , the rejection was traversed. Thus, the Office's characterization of Applicants' previous 
argument is erroneous and without basis in fact. 

Claims 1-23 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent 
No. 4,787,076 (DeguchjjetaL). All rejections are respectfully traversed. 

The independent claims variously recite removing AC components from an SPP signal or 
operating on an SPP signal with AC components thereof removed. For example, independent 
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claim 1 recites a high-pass filter which removes AC components from the SPP signal, 
independent claim 4 recites calculating a difference between an MPP signal and an SPP signal 
whose AC components are removed via a high-pass filer, and claim 14 recites removing one or 
more AC components from the SPP signal via a high-pass filter. 

However. Deauchi et al. does not teach at least the aforementioned features of 
independent claims 1.4. 7, 10. 11. 14, 17. 20, and 23. 

Applicants acknowledge the Office's new interpretation and application of Dequchi et al. 
Specifically, the Office now contends that a filter 109 described at Col. 6. lines 49-51 of Dequchi 
et al. meets the specific claim features identified in the last Request for Reconsideration. In this 
regard, Applicants note the handwritten change of the numeral "4" to "6" at page 3 of the Office 
Action in response to Applicants' patentability arguments. 

Deauchi et al. expressly teaches that filter 109 is a low pass filter for extracting only a low 
frequency componenf of a tracking error signal. Thus, Dequchi et al. cannot meet the 
aforementioned features of independent claims 1 , 4, 7. 10, 1 1 . 14. 17, 20. and 23. as was 
agreed to during the interview of March 20, 2007 

Accordingly, favorable reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejection of independent 
claims 1, 4, 7, 10, 11, 14. 17. 20, and 23 under 35 U.S.C. § 102 are respectfully requested. 

In view of the foregoing, Applicant respectfully submits that the independent claims 
patentably define the present invention over the citations of record. Further, the dependent 
claims should also be allowable for the same reasons as their respective base claims and 
further due to the additional features that they recite. Separate and individual consideration of 
the dependent claims is respectfully requested. 

Applicant believes that the present Amendment is responsive to each of the points raised 
by the Examiner in the Official Action. However, if there are any formal matters remaining after 
this response, the Examiner is requested to telephone the undersigned to attend to such 
matters. 

There being no further outstanding objections or rejections, it is submitted that the 
present application is in condition for allowance. An early action to that effect is courteously 
solicited. 
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If there are any additional fees associated with filing of this Amendment, please charge 
the same to our Deposit Account No. 19-3935. 

Respectfully submitted, 
STAAS & HALSEY LLP 



Date: 



1201 New Yorl< Avenue, NW, Suite 700 
Washington, D.C. 20005 
Telephone: (202)434-1500 
Facsimile: (202)434-1501 



Michael E. Kondoudis 
Registration No. 42,758 
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